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authority to carry out his wishes.  And a few days after
Langton's protest at Dunstable on 7 January 1214, a pro-
test according to Roger of WendoverJ against unsuitable
appointments c by intrusion rather than canonical election',
and the legate's usurpation of authority in his province,
John wrote to the archbishop a conciliatory letter, in appa-
rent support: there was no quarrel between them; the
cform of elections' Langton had shown him was very
acceptable * salvo in omnibus jure nostro \z The reserva-
tion was, however, the most significant part of the letter
whose worthlessness was exposed by the legate's subsequent
action in the dioceses.  Three of John's closest counsellors
were appointed, John of Norwich, Walter Gray, William
of Cornhill, and two distinguished churchmen were re-
jected, M. Richard le Poore,3 and Prior Ralph, the next
year to be appointed Abbot of Evesham.  Recollecting this,
John's concession on 21 November 12x4 must have been
unexpected.  It was, indeed, but a move in a political game,
part of the swift reversal of policy which followed his
defeat at Bouvines.  The legate had left England; civil war
was threatening, and John made haste to canvass support.
The charter granting freedom of elections to the Church
was conceded, possibly on the basis of Langton's proposals
earlier in the year, which King John had ignored. And it
is interesting to note that in the brief interval left to
Langton freely to direct the affairs of his province before
his own suspension, two men connected with him were
appointed, Benedict of Sansetun4 and Richard le Poore,5
to Rochester and Chichester respectively, the only sees
filled during that time.
Henceforward the extent of the royal customary rights
in elections was legally defined; and it became essential
that royal attempts at co-operation with cathedral chapters
should take place within the limits so set up.
1	Rpg. Wend. iL 97-8.   If Roger of Wendover's date for the meeting at Dun-
stabJe is correct, it will be noticed that his account of it is not accurate.  Actual
appointments to bishoprics were made between 26 Jan. and Aug, 1214.
2	Rot. Lit. Clous* i. 160. Cf. Powicke, Stephen Langton, pp. 103-6 \ Norgate,
John Lackland, pp. 192-3.
3	Norgate, John Lackland^* 208-9.	4 Anglia Sacra, i, 385,
5 Rot. Lit. Pat,9 p. 126. (Jan. 1215, royal consent.)

